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BEFORE THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D. C. 20054

In ve the complaint of Beehive ‘ .
felephone re Bellcore’s Docket IC-93-108cz@ 1////
administration of the 8a@ data Docket 93-1&9
base. ——T=
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These comments are offered by Beehive relapggé ;% fhe Nov 15th
response made tou you by Bellcore from our complaint about.eharges
For storing ouwr 88@ numbers in their data bamC-MA\L"

1. It must be noted throughout all this verbage, that no
where can we find any reference in the meetings o documents
related the Commission giving Bellcore the responsiblity to make a
data base, that ocompanies like Beehive were to be charged faor
pairticipation. Zero. Nothing. No notice. You'd of heard froa
e earlier had this been advocated.

2. With this in mind, we don't have much argument with their
statement about owr complaint. - And, they are right we have not
made any payment which we understand frow the threats of Bellcore
folk, is going up at a rate of seven point eight grand ger month
(%7, 80@.,)

3. We were never served with notice of the tariffs Bellcore
tariffs., Had we been so notified, we would have challanged them
and  asked for formal hearings to Jjustify the arbitary and
capricious rates and heavy handed way they are administered. Note:
Belleore disclaims they are theily tariffs, but do say they are BOC
teitfs., Belleorve admits they are owned by the BOCY s. So, they
are Bellcore tariffs,

4. We were muach interested in the Bellcore quibble over
changes to the Beehive data. They say we changed . They also say
sumebody else grabbed 4. Who? We know for a fact that we get
numerous requests for assigned numbers when in fact those users did
not request release. Does Bellcore transfer numbers without our
consent?  There statements that no fees are charged for movement
of data shows how badly the system is degsigned. There should be no
charge except for movement and costs of the system should be
apportioned as a matter of total network costs, not the numbers
assigned. Does that wmean we can file a tariff charging say a
dollar a line for every telephone customer we have. Whom do we
haorrge? Bellicore? Do we cut off access to owr customers from BOC
vustomers 1if they don't pay? 0Or are we go "give up" all the unused
vodes of our exchanges which have less than 19,8080 lines? That
would make for en interesting and very expensive data base and
wonld of couwrse yveally make the BOC's some real money.

G, the summation of the Bellcore answer 1is a santimonious
statement that they filed a tariff, and the Commission accepted it,
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s o bongh stufd Beehiive, "we" (the BOC =) ygonoa get your 808 codes
anne you don't merket them the same way we do. They charge and
wuney Firom thelv 830 use, bul we don’'t get thal revenues as we
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Commission in this matter.

pointed oy 1n owy second comments to the

. In summary, we are a rape victim of the BOD's via their
Helloare. Their entice data base system was created with the
consent of the FCC Ly their spending millions of vate payer dollars
o o systes mandated by the Commission. No mention of charge was
ph o uposed noer advocated and ogur date in theiyr base is for their
convenience Forr whicl they shouwld pay, not us. If payment is
dvslred it should be as a Function of a query chienrge and not a
i e for information stored in an over expensive system that was
ieabed at he expencse of Lhe ratepayer wikh zero formal commission
vetrsight ae to 1ls cousts or how 1t was to be paid for.

Mherefore Beehive vespectfully requests it order Bellcore to
st Lerminate Beehive data, and to consult with and modify its
valtes and costs in a fashion we would be willing to concure with
vantd we will meet with bLhe Commission and Bellcore as they suggest
17 the Commission would be williny toe aerange this as either a
vurwal or informal proceeding). In shoert, leave the status gquo and
doii? Ll let lhese yuys be so bossy with theivr ATXT like attitude that
=bumps we little pguys. We need youw: help on this one. Of course,
é leller allowing use to include these costs on ovur cost studies to
be wvharged as network expense which would then partly flow to the
High Cost Fund would be an acceptable solution., That would be
chaeaper for BHOCYs than re-writing the ta 1ffs.

Submitted thiis 29ih day of Novewber, 1993
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Arthio W Brothers, CEOD

the Beehive Telephone Companies
Box 5&¢@, Hendover, Ut 84283

tel 8al 2b4 @111, FAX 8@l 234 U119

ey tos

Lowise Tucker, ewg. Bellcore FAX @1 958 4667
Tom David, CC . FRax o2 634 1384
Low Tibuldo, NECA ' FAX Za1 884 8469
franl Hea U, USTH FRax z@a 835 3248
Liavid Ivving, esq info for BTO CFAX 8wl 3ZE8 2255
Janet Jensen, wesqg infu for BTC FAX 282 234 6620
Cathy Hallon, BTOC consaltants FRX 214 243 6139
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